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ABSTRACT 

Bilingual education programs for Mexican-American 
preschool and elementary grade pupils almost invariably include 
instruction in English as a second language (ESL) • While usual ESL 
programs for young Spanish-speaking children emphasize pronunciation 
drill (minixnal-pair drills: pit-bit, choose-shoes) , an alternative 
approach r'.eemphasizes phonological drill vhile concentrating on 
teaching of word order (syntactic structure) . Results of several 
studies from bilingual projects in Lower Rio Grande Valley replicate 
findings that Experimental Groups perform no better than Control (no 
formal ESL instruction) Groups on Pronunciation, Vocabulary, and 
Communication but score significantly higher on structure. Formal 
syntactical drill to learn new word order may be more important than 
phonological analyses in ESL instiruction. (Author) 
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SUMMARY 

Objectives : The Elementary and Secondary Education Act, Title VII, has prcroted the 
development of bilingual education programs, or projects, in the schools. Evaluative 
studies of the results of bilingual programs, or the various components of uhese pro- 
grams, have not been generally available. This paper presents results of several 
studies investigating the effectiveness of the ROCK English as a Second Li.v.^sxage (ESL) 
materials, a widely-used basic oral English lan'juage program designed for preschool 
and elementary grade pupils in the Southwest whose native language is Spanish. (Although 
conceptual approaches . to bilingual education vary considerably, virtually ^11 bilingual 
programs include some form of ESL ins true t ion .,y>. Additionally, this paper -iil relate 
the findings to various approaches of ESL instruction. 

Methods and Data Sources : The ROCK (Region One Curriculum Kit) materials c .^^st of , 

(a) 125 language lessons, originally written at UCLA in the early 1960s, :n-ar auspices 
of the National Center for the Study of Linguistics and temed the H-200 .eri/-3, plus, 

(b) nevly-developed procedures and materials that provide practice in lea n:..-, of 
language patterns and that reinforce the patterns being learned, and (c) . v iiccensive 
set of teacher training materials. The H-200 materials were written by i:.. ^ulsts on 
the basis that the lessons "represented the basic oral English skills neec . . y .ion- 
native English language speakers to traverse the existing Anglo school syc 

The learning performances of Mexican-American pupils in various Expe/i 3n::al 
(ESL) Groups during the 1969-71 school years are compared with those of M..a- c.\n- 
American pupils in Control (no formal ESL instruction) Groups on a test c: : clr.glish 
production. The MIOEP (Michael Test of Oral English Language Production) usid. 
The l^iOEP possesses adequate content validity for assessing performance i ^pckcr* 
English within the range of verbal behavior covered by the K-200 and simi. r ESI 
materials. Four scales are included in the MTCEP: Communication, Struct :r. Picnun- 
ciaticn, and Vocabulary, plus a total score. Reliability of scoring of t r tapes is 
achieved by training sessions in which scorersi and administrators must at.a i^/^ 
scoring accuracy on a set of 5 sample tapes, that vary in scoring diff ice an^l caat 
also point up administrative problems. 

Schools in which the ROCK materials have been primarily employed are zz/^.crrl- 
ties in the Lower Rio Grande Valley of Texas where 70-85% of the total po;,.!. : ion is 
Mexican-American. In each of the first txco studies to be reported, random: ...niples 
of pupils (all Mexican-American) were drax^m and tested at the end of the >\ .J. Control 
pupils were selected either from non-experi.nencal classrooms in the sarae schools or 
from comparable classrooms in nearby schools. The vast majority of pupils speak 
little or no English at the start of school but a brief 10-12 item oral interview 
questionnaire is used as a check. Since the pupils in the studies speak little or 
no English, a pretest of the MTOEP is not givea at ESL, Level I. At ESL level II, 
(Study 3), pupils are tested pre and post. MTOEP is tape-recorded, individually 
administered test. Testing time: 20-25 minutes. 

Analyses and Results : Analyses of variance were performed to determine c.rference 
between experimental and control groups means on the MTOEP scales. 



Study 1 ; Subjects were 80 preschool or first grade Mexican-American pu -'ho 
had. conpieted the first year, or level, of the ROCK Progran in the Spring o. i:y.v. 
Study 2 ; Similar study ^ Spring, 1970, 

Study 3 ; Pilot study of Results at ROCK Level II (second year level). During 
school year 1979-70. During this developmtat year, very small N^s were tested.) 
Pupils here were in their second year of school, whether that be first or second grade. 
Results are shown in Table 3. Both pre and post tests are given at Level II. 

Study 4 ; Data from 1970-71 school year, utilizing a newly-developed Phone-Test 
to assess ESL structure learning, indicate ROCK (Experimental Group) children at both 
Levels I and II score significantly higher (P= <.00l) than Control pupils with ability 
level (measured by Goodenough Draw-A-Man) partialed out. Analysis of covariance was 
used to statistically adjust for -any group differences in ability and pretest means. 
At Level I, no ability score differences were found between groups and end-of-year 
means were 20.1 for the Experimental Group and 9.7 for the Control Group (P=.C01). 
The results of Level II are shown in Figure 1. Analysis of covariance (pretest score 
being covariate) over all ESL II pupils showed the Experimental Group to score signi- 
ficantly higher thanrtTie'Cantrol pupils (P=.00l). 

Conclusions : Various analyses have sho\^ the ROCK ESL Program, Levels I and "II, to 
produce significant language learning where compared to pupils engaged in regular 
classrooms with no particular format for ESL instruction. The results of the MTGEP 
and Phone (Structure) Test show that the primary differences between ROCK youngsters 
and non-ROCK pupils \s tn the control of syntpctic structures. (The studies reported 
here replicate and expand upon results previously reported.*^) Paper will also cite 
some preliminary results comparing ROCK programs with other ESL programs in various 
educational/coiiimunity settings in Texas and New Mexico. "Structure", again, ^ccounts 
for differences in results; some considerations will be given to differences in the 
types of communities where ESL learning occurs as topics for further stud;, . 

The major importance of study for bilingual education and ESL instru:-cion 
young children particularly concerns the importance of emphasizing syntactic structures 
Pronunciation and Vocabulary skills are seemingly as well known by young^^i^is outside 
the ESL programs as those who have received special instruction. On the :/ther bar.-. 
Structure is crucial because English sentence patterns are not readily learned. 
Although some linguists and school administrators would resist the deemphasis in pro- 
nunciation (e.g. pit vs. bit — a slight phonemic change) through "minimal pair" drills 
and vocabulary skills training (e.g. picture 'identification) , it may be th3.c your.^i-r 
children may not need much phonological drill. Phonics analysis may be useful, ao^'ever 
for older learners of ESL since they have better developed speech patterns anc rhis 
drill may serve to override established speech habit patterns. Perhaps wt: > 
applying language teaching strategies to chilGrcn that are ir.ore relevant fc ceacl' 
adults and older children . This evaluative report suggests this to be the . .3e, ^.*at 
syntactic structure drill is the most crucial ESL area, and urges similar i ^dies 
done in other and various types of ESL programs with attention to the vane _ j types 
of coai^iunities where proportionally more or less English and Spanish are spoken • 



Ramirez, A.R. and T^iberty, P.G. An evaluative study of instructional strategies 
and pupil cognitive learning in an F^L program. Paper presented at NCMH Annual 
Convention, Chicago, Illinois, February, 1972. 
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Table I; MTOEP Pxesults 
Experimental Group Control Group 



Mean (N=AO) Mean (N=AO) P 



Communication 70.07 67.50 NS 

Structure 50.23 32.39 .001 

Vocabulary 50.00 47.62 NS 

Pronunciation 24 .05 23 . 99 KS 

Total 195.35' 171.50 .001 



Table 2; MTOEP Results 
Experimental Group Control Group 



Mean (N=183) Mean (N=21) P 

Communication 70.13 69.05 NS 

Structure 50.45 33.31 .001 

Vocabulary 50.10 48.00 NS 

Pronunciation 24.01 22.96 NS 

Total 194.69 173.32 .001 
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ABSTRACT 

Bilingual education programs for Mexican-American preschool and e-exearary 
grade pupils almost invariably irxlude instruction in English as a secor^d lan- 
guage (ESL) . While usual ESL Programs for young Spanish-speaking children empha- 
size pronunciation drill (minimal-pair drills: pit-bit, choose-shoes) , an 
alternative approach deemphasizes phonological drill while concentrating on 
teaching o£ word order (syntactic structure). Results of several stucies frou 
bilingual projects in Lower Rio Grande Valley replicate findings that £xperir;entcl 
Groups perform no better than Control (no formal ESL instruction) Groups on 
Pronunciation, Vocabulary, and Communication but score significantly l.igher on 
Structure! Formal syntactical drill to learn new word order may be mere important 
than phonological analyses in ESL instruction. 

[Vital question: "Are children being exposed to ESL language te iching 
strategies that are redundant and more relevant for adults and older children?" 
A need exists for comparative ESL evaluative research in different comunities.] 



